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CONSEQUENCE 


PR O V 9 


1. R Teplaay, a young, bold Man, lately pub- 
liſhed a Pamphlet, an Extract from which 
was ſoon after r N with 


theſe Words: 


The Sum of all is this; One in 8 $ 

« poſe) of Mankind are elected: Nineteen in twenty 
« are reprobated, The Ele ſhall be ſaved, do what 
* they will: The Reprobate ſhall be damned, do what 


% they can. 


2. A great Outcry has been raiſed on that Account, 
as though this was not a fair State of the Caſe : And. 
it. has been vehemently affirmed,, that. no ſuch. Conſe- 


A 2: quence 


* . 
& „ 
4 7 
* 


0 . 
| , 
” 
: 


| CESS: 
quence follows from the Doctrine of abſolute Predeſti- 
nation. 


I calmly affirm, It is a fair State of the Caſe : This 


Conſequence does naturally and neceſſarlly follow from 


the DoQrine of abſolute Predeſtination, as here ſtated 
and defended by bold Mr Auguſtus Toplady. 


Indeed J have not leiſure to confider the matter at 
large. I can only make a few Strifures, and leave 
the young Man to be farther corrected by (one that is 
full his Match) Mr Thomas Oliver. 


„ When Love is predicated of God, it implies, 


* 1, His everlaſting Will, Puxpoſe, and Determina- 
tion, to ſave his People.“ I appeal to all Men, 
© Whether it is not a natural Conſequence even of this, 
That . all theſe ſhall be ſaved, do what they will.” 


You may ſay, « O, but they will do only what is 
„good.“ Be it ſo. Vet the Conſequence ſtands, 


« Flection bgniies, That ſovereign, unconditional, 


* jzzmutable Act of God, whereby he ſelected ſome to 
„ be eternally ſaved.” Immutable, Unconditional ! 
From hence then it undeniably follows, *+* Theſe ſhall 


be ſaved, do what they will.” 


« Predeſtination, as relating to the Elect, is that 
«« irreverſible Act of the Divine Will, whereby God 


4. determined to deliver a certain number of Men from 


. «© Tek” 
„MI T.“ Tract, Chap. 1. 


4 3 _ 
x 
me OY 


8 


— «. 
- * . * * S 
* » 


„ 


28 
' Hell.” Ergo; That certain number, ſhall infallibly 


| Y be ſaved, do what they will, Who can deny the 
& Conſequence? | 
4 5 e 1% Not one of the Elect can periſh, but they muſt all 


| 10% neceflarily be. ſaved.*” Can any aſſert this, and 
| | yet deny that Conſequence, Therefore all the Elect 
ſhall be ſaved, do what they will? Unleſs you would 
ſay, It is the Propoſition itſelf, rather than a Conſe- 
[ | * quence from it, \ 


4. So much for the former Part of the * 
Let us now conſider the latter. 


« Hatred aſcribed to God, implies, a Reſolution 
, not to have Mercy on ſuch and ſuch Men. So Eſau 
« have 1 hated; that is, I did from all Eternity deter- 
% mine, not to. have. 9 on him F.“ In other 
Words; 


I' by my dire Decree did ſeal 

. His fixt, unalterable Doom; 

| Conſign'd his unborn Soul to Hell, Ut 
Ad damn'd him from his Mother's Womb. - 


i Welt then, does it not follow by unavoidable Conſe- 
„ - quence, that ſuch and fuch Men, poor, hated E/aw in 
1 | particular, ſhall be damned, do what they can?“ 


«+ Reprobation denotes God's eternal Pteterition-of 
| „ ſome Men, and his Predeſlination of them to De- 

| A 3 „ fruction. 4 
* Chap, 3. + Chap. 2s. A 
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4% ſtruction.“ And is it poſſible for them, by any 


thing they can do, to prevent that Deſtruction? You ſay, 
No, It follows, they ſhall be damned, do what 
« they can. 


40 Predeftination, As it regards the Reprobate, is 
« that immutable Act of God's Will, whereby he 
1% hath determined to /zawve /ome Men to periſh.” And 
'Ean they avoid it, by any thing they do? You affirm, 


they cannot. Again therefore it follows, theſe . ſhall _ 
be damned, do what they can.“ 


« We afſcrt, There is a Predeſtination of particular 


% Perſons to Death: Which Death they ſhall inevi- 
„ tably undergo.” That is, * They ſhall be damned, 


«-do what they can,” 


„The Non-e/e# were predeſtinated to eternal 
„ Death *.” Ergo, „They hall be damned, do 
«© what they can.“ : 


« T be Condemnation of the Reprobate is necefſary 


„ and inevitable,” Surely I need add no more on 
this head. You ſee, That © the Reprobate ſhall be 
% damned, do what they can,” is the whole Burden 


of the Song. 


5. Take only two precious Sentences more, which 
include the whole Queſtion. HR, 


« We affert, that the Number of the E/:# f, and 


alſo 
* Chap, 2 1 Chap. 4. 
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© alſo of the Reprobate, is ſo fxt and determinate, that 
* neither can be augmented or diminiſhed :” And, 


That the Decrees of Election and Reprobation 
& are immutable and irreverſible.” 


From each of theſe Aſſertions, the whole Conſe- 
quence follows, clear as the Noon-day Sun, There- 
fore, «The Ele& ſhall be ſaved, do what they will: The 


Reprobate ſhall be damned,. do what they can.” 


6. I add a Word, with regard to another Branch- 
of this kind, W Doctrine. 


Mr Toplady ſays „„ God has a poſitive Will to de- 
* ſtroy the Reprobate for their Sins.“ For their Sins / 
How can that be? I poſitively aſſert, That (on this 
Scheme) they have no Sins at all, They never had: 
They can have none. For it cannot be a Sin in a Spark 
to riſe, or in a Stone to fall. And the Spark or the Stone 
is not more neceſſarily determined either toriſe or to fall, 
than the Man is to fin, to commit that Rape; or Adul- 
tery, or Murder. For © God did before all time, de- 
« termine and direct to ſome particular End, every 
« Perſon or Thing, to which he has given, or is: yet 


« to give Being.” God himſelf did « predeſtinate 


« them to fill up the Meaſure of their Iniquities:” Such 
was his ſovereign, irteſiſtible Decree, before the Foun- 
dation of the World. To fil! up the Meaſure of their 
Taiquities, that is, to commit every Fact which they 


committed, 
* Chap. 1. + Chap, 4. 
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committed, So “ God + decreed the Jews to be tlie: 
% Crucifiers of Chriſt, and Judas to betray him.“ 


Whoſe fault was it then? You plainly ſay, It was not 


$i: fault, but God's. For what was Juda, or ten 
thouſand Reprobates beſides ? Could they reſiſt his 
Decree? No more than they could pull the Sun out of 
the Firmament of Heaven. And would God puniſh 
them with. everlaſting Deſtruction, for not pulling the 
Sun out of the Firmament? He might as well do it 
for this, as for their not doing what (on this Suppoſi- 
tion} was equally impoſſible. But they are puniſhed 


for their Impenitency, Sin, and Unbelief.“ Say 


Unbelief and Impenitency; but not Sin. For . God 
had predeſtinated them to continue in Impenitency 
« and Unbelief. God had poſitively ordained them 
«« to continue in their.Blindneſs and Fardneſs of Heart.” 
Therefore their not. repenting and believing was no 
more a Sin, than their not pulling the Sun. from Hea- 


7. Indeed MrT. himſelf owns, The Sins of the 
« Reprobate were not the Cauſe of their being paft by;. 


bat merely and intirely the ſovereign Will and de- 
„ terminating Pleaſure of God.” 

O, but their Sin was the Cauſe of their Damna- 
© tion, though not of their Preterition :” That is, God 
determined they ſhould live and die in their Sins, that 
he might afterwards damn them !. 


Was 


— — 


© 4 


Was ever any Thing like this? Yes, I have read 


ſomething like it. When Tiberius had determined to 
deſtroy Szjanus and all his Family, as it was unlawful 
to put a Virgin to death, what could be done with his 
Daughter, a Child of nine Years old ? Why, the Hang- 
man was ordered firſt to defoxwer, and then to frangle 
her! Yet even good Tiberius did not order her to be 


firangled, ** Becauſe ſhe had been deflowered!” If fo, 
it had been a parallel Caſe: It had been juſt what is 
here affirmed of the moſt High. 


. One Word more. © I will lets, ſays Mr 7. 
a fallacious Objection, How is Reprobation recon- 


, cjleable with the Doctrine of a future Judgment? 


« There needs no Pains to reconcile theſe two.“ No 
Pains ! Indeed there does: More Pains than all the 
Men upon Earth, or all the Devils in Hell will ever be 


able to take. But go on. In the laſt Day, Chriſt 


« will paſs Sentence on the Non · elect, 1. Not for 
« having done what they could not help, but, 2. For 
« their wi/ful Igrorance of divine Things, 3. For 
« their otfinate Unbelief, 4. For their Omi/ſons of M- 
4 ral Duty, and, 5. For their repeated rung, 
« Tranſgreſſions,” s 


He will condemn them, 1. Not for having FRY 
« what they could not help.“ I ſay, Ves; for having 


ſinned againſt God to their Lives end. But this they could. 


not help. He had himſelf decreed it. He had deter- 


© mined, they ſhould continue impenitent. 2. For their 


* * 
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e qvilful Tendrance of divine Things.“ No. Their 


Tgnorance of God and the Things of God, was not 
wilful, was not originally owing to their own Will, 
but to the ſovereign Will of God. His Will, not theirs, 
was the primary Cauſe of their continuing in that I 
rance. 3. For their ob/tinate Unbelief.” No: How 
can it be termed obſtinate, when they never had a 
Poſſibility of removing it? When God had abſolutely 
decreed, before they were born, that they ſhould live 
and die therein ? * «« For their Omiſſions of Moral 


Di: That is, for not loving God and their 


Neighbour, which is the Sum of the Moral Law. Was. 
it then ever in their Power to love God and their 
Neighbour? No ; no more than to touch Heaven with 
their Hand. Had not God himſelf unalterably decreed, 
That they ſhould not love either God or Man? If 
therefore they are condemned for this, they are con- 
demned for what they never could help. 5. For 
their repeated niquities and Tranſereſions.” And 
was it ever in their Power to help theſe? Were they 
not predeſtinated thereto before the Foundation of the 
World? How then can the Judge of all the Earth 
conſign them to everlaſting Fire, for what was, in 
effect, his own Act and Deed? 


I apprehend then this is no fallacious Objection; 
' but a ſolid and weighty one: And defy any Man liv- 
128. who aſſerts the unconditional Decree of Repro- 
| batiog, 
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vation or Preteritio (jaſt the ſame in E 
© this with the ſcriptural Doctrine of 
Judgment. T fay again, I d mh 4 
to ſhew, How, on this 
World in Rightroufusj;. 


FINIS. 


